The proponents of July 20, who defended their actions at that time mainly by saying that they wanted 
to achieve peace at any price, are today in part among the most zealous advocates of renewed 
rearmament. They justify their attitude with "resistance against Bolshevism". But are they not 
themselves those who, by their actions, paralyzed the power of resistance of our army in the last war and 
thus became pioneers of Bolshevik power? Did not the resistance fighters of July 20 stab us fighting 
soldiers in the back, did we not lose many comrades through their fault? War-decisive military 
operations were neglected in favor of some putsch plans at a time when it was a question of the 
existence or non-existence of the Reich. If in many cases idealism drove these people to their actions, 
was it not often only envy, jealousy, conceit, hatred and bitterness, which arose from the realization of 
personal inability? People no longer felt bound by the concept of loyalty and the oath; tradition was only 
recognized where it seemed to justify one's own person or project. This work of the resistance group did 
not begin in wartime, but long before; of course, the consequences during the war were devastating. 
However, I will largely refrain from any criticism of my own and instead prefer to let the active 
participants themselves speak about their deeds in this writing. As the first I introduce - Mr. von 
Schlabren- dorff in his book "Officers against Hitler". - Schlabrendorff was first an employee of the 
Secretary of State of the Ministry of the Interior, and during the war a soldier - first with an infantry 
regiment. Of his later activity he says himself: 

(page 43, "Officers against Hitler" - F. v. Schlabrendorff). 

"|, At the beginning of the year 1941 Tresckow succeeded in getting my transfer to the staff of Army 
Group Center on the Russian front. He himself had in the meantime become the first general staff 
officer 

of this army group and thus held an important post. My new position as his orderly officer made possible 
a daily cooperation which, until Tresckow's death, was borne by the one thought of leaving no means 
untried to overthrow Hitler and his system.".... 

He is described by his 20 July comrades as an outstanding fellow fighter. (Page 31 - 32 - 33, "Officers 
against Hitler"- F. v. Schlabrendorff): 

.. The failure of Brauchitsch and Halder did not prevent General Oster from continuing his work. For 
the time being, he was interested in tightening the ties with foreign countries and, above all, in 
establishing closer contact with English circles. Goerdeler was also tireless in this area. 

I myself went to England before the outbreak of war. There I sought out Lord Lloyd, to whom I had 
access thanks to a new connection spun by our group. I was able to inform him that the outbreak of war 
was imminent and was to be initiated by an attack on Poland, whatever mediation proposals might be 
made. Furthermore, I was able to tell him that the British efforts for Russia would be thwarted because 
the conclusion of a treaty between Hitler and Stalin was imminent. Hitler wanted to keep his back free 
by means of this treaty. 

Lord Lloyd asked me to authorize him to pass on both communications to Lord Halifax, the English 
Foreign Secretary at the time. I bore no misgivings. At the same time I had a meeting of similar content 
with Winston Churchill, it took place at Churchill's country residence. When I introduced my 
presentation with the sentence, "I am not a Nazi, but I am a good patriot," Churchill smiled across his 
broad face and said, "So am I." -... 

Churchill might as well have said, as Napoleon did, "I love treason, but I hate the traitor." - 

(pp. 37-38, "Officers against Hitler" - F. v. Schlabrendorff): 

"...My personal task in the first days of September 1939 was to keep in daily touch with the English 
diplomats still in Berlin. When, despite all Neville Chamberlain's efforts, hostilities broke out between 
England and the Third Reich on the morning of September 3, 1939, I was given the task of informing 
the English of Hammerstein's impending plan. The English bot- 6. 


The English Embassy in Berlin had already been evacuated. But I succeeded in reaching the First 
Counselor of the Embassy, Sir George Ogilvy Forbers, with whom I was well acquainted, at the Hotel 
Adlon between one and two o'clock at noon, and got rid of my assignment. 

".. The disappointment at the failure of our plan must have been as great in the informed English circles 
as it was in ours.". 

Presumably one did not think such a betrayal possible there! 

(Page 25-26, - "Officers against Hitler" - F. v. Schlabrendorff): 

"., Through Bismarck I got to know the later General Hans Oster, who held a leading position in the 
military intelligence service of Germany. He was chief of the Central Office of the Defense Department 
in the Supreme Command of the Wehrmacht. Thus I had penetrated directly to the center of the 
resistance movement. 

Oster was a man after God's own heart. He was of great clarity, which did not leave him even in 
perilous situations. He was, so to speak, the "managing director" and the "clearing house" of the 
resistance movement. That he was able to assume this role was due to his superior, Admiral Canaris; 
Canaris hated Hitler and National Socialism, but he felt too old to act himself. For this he held the 
protective shield over Oster and allowed the apparatus of military intelligence, insofar as it was under 
Oster's control, to be used to maintain and strengthen the organization of the German opposition to 
Hitler and to supply it with new forces"... 

Here, then, Herr v. Schlabrendorff speaks for the first time about the role of our own Abwehrdienst. If 
one wants to use the word tragedy at all in connection with the war events, it is probably most justified 
here. The instrument of the state, which has the task of keeping military and economic secrets and, on 
the other hand, of counter-intelligence, works with its head and main functionaries not for the interests 
of the government, which represented the German people, but for the "other side", and this until 1944, 
when the failure of the slide made this secret obvious. Hitler now suspicious, thereupon gave extensive 
powers in intelligence to Himmler and the SD. - Was the "skepticism" he showed here and there to one 
of the gentlemen incomprehensible? But let us stay only with the statements 

of the people involved. It is probably clear to everyone that in modern warfare the work performance of 
the Abwehrdienst cannot be replaced by any troop power, quality or superiority of weapons. A 
counterintelligence service can betray, can sabotage, can lead on wrong tracks, can divert from certain 
operations; moreover, it can hardly be controlled whether it exhausts all counterintelligence possibilities, 
in short, there is probably nothing that cannot be decisively influenced by the work of the 
counterintelligence service. It would be going too far to give an account of all the tasks and possibilities 
of the intelligence service. As I said, let us stick only to the things that are laid down in the memoirs of 
individual resistance fighters. 

(Page 24, "Officers against Hitler" - F. v. Schlabrendorff): 

"., Herbert Mumm von Schwarzenstein was also active in a similar way. He had been a diplomat, had 
been thrown out of the Foreign Office as a result of his political views, and had since devoted his life to 
the fight against Hitler. His good relations with foreign diplomats, especially with Belgians and 
Americans, were very important for us. Among others, he was in close contact with Alexander Kirk, the 
last chargé d'affaires of the American government in Berlin before the war.".... (page 36) 

"... 1. for the first time an interplay of the forces fighting against National Socialism throughout the 
world moved into the realm of possibility. 

2. the political resistance movement had found the connection to the military. It had thus stretched 
out its hand for the instrument through which alone the death blow against National Socialism could be 
delivered. 

As a result of the outbreak of war, the military had gained considerable influence..." 


(page 105) 

"..., Through our participation in numerous political meetings, Tresckow" - (Chief of Staff of an army in 
the East!!) - "and I learned of the activities of other important forces within the resistance movement, 
among whom Regierungsrat Hans Bernt Gisevius and Rechtsanwalt Josef Mueller" - (meaning the 
present Minister of Justice in Bavaria and former party leader) - "are 8 

are to be mentioned in particular. Both were men who maintained contact with foreign countries at 
great personal risk. Gisevius was in touch with American representatives in Switzerland, while Miiller 
maintained close relations with the Vatican. Gisevius had been a confidant of Admiral Canaris, General 
Oster, and Dr. Goerdeler for years and had been active in the fight against National Socialism even 
before the outbreak of war. In the spring of 1944, on behalf of Colonel General Beck, he had informed 
the American special envoy in Switzerland, A. W. Dulles, that an attempt to liberate Germany from 
Nazi rule was imminent.". . 

(page 58) 

"...To maintain liaison with foreign countries, Hassel - (formerly Ambassador in Rome) - traveled twice 
during the war to Geneva, where he met with the President of the International Committee of the Red 
Cross, the well-known Swiss Professor Carl J. Burckhardt for political reasons. Hassel was also in 
constant contact with active generals such as Olbricht, Thomas, Falkenhausen, Stiilpnagel and 
Witzleben. He referred to the opposition groups united in the resistance movement as a "band of 
brothers"... 

But when military and politicians work together on this basis, can one still speak of a DolchstoB legend? 
Is this not really the stab in the back? Who still doubts, may be convinced by the pages 

41 - 42 - 43, "Officers against Hitler" - F. v. Schlabrendorff: 

... "After England had rejected Hitler's peace feeler in the summer of 1940, Hitler proceeded to prepare 
the invasion of England. The plan for this enterprise bore the keyword "Sea Lion." Tresckow was 
convinced that success in the invasion would mean Hitler's domination of Europe. To prevent this 
success of Hitler under all circumstances and by all means, even at the cost of a severe defeat of the 
Third Reich, was our most urgent task. Thus Tresckow's view that we should refrain from the invasion 
was heard more and more. Tresckow had to camouflage this view, which was based on political 
considerations, with military pretexts.".... 

Liddel Hart - I will discuss this English war historian in more detail later - says in a similar context on 
page 271 of "now they may talk." 

... "The strain which this "Battle of Britain" imposed on the defenders was unjustifiably disregarded. At 
the same time, intelligence reports emphasized and exaggerated the growth of British defenses on land, 
with reasonable suspicion that this was partly intentional. Hitler himself tended to emphasize not only 
the difficulties but also the bad impression which a futile invasion attempt must make.".... 

and on page 173: 

... "He told me of Hitler's intention to approach England once more by way of a public offer of peace. 
Hitler's speech in the Reichstag on July 19 disappointed me. But Hitler, for his part, may have been even 
more disappointed that his effort did not result in a British reply.".... 

In a similar form as Mr. von Schlabrendorff, Mr. Gisevius illuminates the connections with his book 
"Until the Bitter End". Today, one would like to move away from him at times, but his "historical 
activity" is recorded, not least also by Schlabrendorff. In addition, he is also confirmed as a loyal 
collaborator in the "memoirs" of other fellow fighters, for example in Hassel, "Vom andren 
Deutschland" page 72: 

. "Gisevius was formerly with the Gestapo, then economically active, now again a civil servant 
(Regierungsrat)".... 


In the same book he is continuously mentioned as one of the main actors. In the index of persons of this 
book it says: Gisevius, H. B., Dr., Regierungsrat, worked in the "Abwehr" during the war. Gisevius 
himself says in his book "Bis zum bittren Ende" on page 245: 

... "He (Canaris) assigned me to a position available to the Abwehr at the Consulate General in 
Zurich"... 

As already mentioned, it became apparent only in 1944 that a double game was being played in the 
circles of our Abwehr service. Their boss was Admiral Canaris, whose work - Gisevius describes on page 
226, "Bis zum bittren Ende" as follows: 

... "Canaris was an artist in trivializing a correct report of the intelligence service in such a way that it 
disappeared in the desert of false information, or in ruffling the counter-intelligence material presented 
to him in such a way that, last but not least, the case officers looked quite disturbed as to how they could 
have stumbled upon such a false iO 

track. Sometimes he did this by a few biting remarks, sometimes by endless conferences and queries, 
always intuitively hitting the right thing, always playing his role of a highly interested defense chief. No 
one knew then what he was really thinking. Everyone felt that he had his firm opinions and intentions. 
Everyone thought that it was probably better not to get involved with this mystery man. So the defense 
actually became his docile instrument, on whose keyboard he played to achieve in each case what 
seemed right to him." ... 

and continued on page 228: 

... "How Canaris accomplished these may be evidenced in one. At the height of his successes, a plan arose 
to capture Gibraltar. This would not have been clumsy, even if it would ultimately have led only to the 
prolongation of the war. Canaris was to soften up Franco's foreign minister, Jordana. He flew to Spain 
with Lahousen, dictated a secret report to the general before the audience about the sharp rejection of 
any Spanish assistance that had taken place, and was nevertheless somewhat disturbed afterwards because 
the foreign minister expressed himself considerably more cautiously than he had previously put into his 
mouth. 

When Oster heard in the spring of 1943 of the plan to kidnap both at once, the Italian king and the 
pope, by a coup d'état in order to forestall Mussolini's overthrow, he had only to make a brief telephonic 
intimation. Already the admiral flew from the Crimea to Berlin and immediately on to Venice to warn 
his Italian colleague. Many acts of sabotage which had been pursued with special zeal suddenly turned 
out to be technically impracticable or failed for inexplicable reasons.".... 

Liddel Hart reports on a similar Canaris matter in "Now They May Talk" on pages 450 -451: 

..."On January 12, however, the Allies opened an attack on the western, Cassino sector, and on the 18th 
it developed into a heavy offensive over Garigliano. The army commander, fearing that there might be a 
breakthrough into the Liri valley, requested on loan the two reserve divisions, saying that he needed 
them only for a few days. Kesselring hesitated to comply with this request. But just at that moment he 
received a visit from Admiral Canaris, the chief of German intelligence, who, in answer to his questions, 
assured him that "there was not the slightest sign of a new landing, the ship traffic in the harbor of 
Naples would not be affected". 

traffic in the port of Naples was quite normal." So Kesselring agreed, albeit very reluctantly, to the 
surrender of his reserve.".... 

Liddel Hart describes what resulted immediately afterwards: "the consequence was that the Anglo- 
American forces met no resistance when they landed at Anzio, and also when they advanced inland and 
established a cover for their head.".... 

Elsewhere, (Soap 184) it is a matter of the fact that before the French campaign a courier plane carrying 
all-important military operational documents landed in Belgium and these documents apparently could 


not be completely destroyed by the crew of the plane. It is generally assumed that the pilot became 
disoriented on the flight from Miinster i. W. to Cologne. - These documents dealt with the planned 
operations in the West. 

... "Of course, one asks whether it was really an accident. I researched the case after the war in 
conversations with many German generals who were affected by it. One might expect that some of 
them would be only too glad to place themselves in a favorable light with their victors, claiming that 
this warning from the Allies had come from them. But in truth-no one did-and all seemed convinced 
that the accident was quite natural. But we know that Admiral Canaris, the head of German 
intelligence, who was later executed, took a number of covert measures to thwart Hitler's aims, and that 
just before the spring attacks on Norway, Holland and Belgium, warnings were slipped to the 
threatened countries, to which no further attention was paid. We also know that Canaris went 
mysterious ways and cleverly covered his tracks.". .. 

Must it not seem incomprehensible to every front-line soldier today that Germany, despite all these 
machinations, managed to resist the world and the onrushing Bolshevism for so long? Like Herr von 
Schlabrendorff, Herr Gisevius also boasts about the treason committed by members of this unique 
"freedom movement". But let us again let the gentlemen themselves speak: Gisevius "To the bitter end" 
- page 237: 

... "For the first time during the war the problem of passing on military information appeared in our 
circle of friends. In any case, there was only a tiny circle of people who were technically capable of 
passing on such tips. It is certain 12 

that some decided to do what they felt obligated to do in front of their conscience.".... 

(page 66) 

ade "As we did the rest, we informed the British government in no uncertain terms, first, about Hitler's 
true intentions, second, about our plans for a coup: 

Too much was at stake for us to keep our secrets; it was a question of war and peace, of overthrowing 
the usurper, it was no longer a question of Germany, it was a question of Europe; since May, repeated, 
clear indications had been given in London that Hitler was talking about the Sudeten Germans, while in 
reality he was planning the conquest of Czechoslovakia; now, in this series, a further step, unusual in 
form and content, was taken; by Sept. 5 at the latest, the English government had to be informed of 
Hitler's plans. Sept, the last doubts must have been removed in the English government as to the decisive 
importance of their remaining firm; as the crisis approached its climax, a last emissary flew across the 
Channel, this time even with Halder's knowledge, openly revealing our plans for a coup d'état."... . 

The magazine "Der Standpunkt" of 11. 8. 1950, on page 7/8, writes about these events: 

"The Promise of Colonel General Halder." 

"England and the Conspiracy of 1938-1939." 

..." It is well known that a part of the German generalship had prepared a putsch for September 29, 
1938, immediately before Munich. Halder was about to go to Beck's office and "give the signal" when 
the news of Chamberlain's arrival in Germany and of the conference in Munich became known. "A few 
days earlier Halder had taken an amazing step. He had sent his personal confidant, Major General H. W. 
Boehm-Tettelbach, to London to urge the British government to intervene and to inform it of the 
planned coup d'état, which included an assassination attempt on Hitler 'on the day after the outbreak of 
war, if any.' This information was relayed through Lord Halifax. However, the British government had 
already been informed of Hitler's intentions from another source. Dr. Kordt, the German chargé 
d'affaires in London, who until the outbreak of war was, in his own words, "in close 

and often daily contact with the First Diplomatic Counselor of the Royal British Government, Sir 
Robert Vansittart," had already communicated in confidence on September 5 that Hitler intended to 


occupy the Sudeten German territory on October 1 if it was not surrendered to him voluntarily. 
England's reaction to this was the Munich Conference, so it was "not the spontaneous solitary act of the 
peace-loving man with the umbrella, but the well-considered policy of a Cabinet." 

And as Lord Halifax himself acknowledged to Dr. Kordt a few days after Munich, "We were not in a 
position to be as frank with you as you were with us. At the time you gave us your communication we 
were already thinking of sending Chamberlain to Germany." 

If Halder's message reached London too late to influence the Cabinet decision, leading circles in 
England immediately realized its full implications. Namely, the now promising soundness of the 
hitherto little regarded coup plans of the German opposition. Undoubtedly in the same line of thought 
as Gisevius evaluated Halder's participation in the conspiracy: "Now this proposal sounded considerably 
different coming from the mouth of a chief of general staff. First, he had command over the troops; at 
least parts of them would obey him. Second, he could get at the usurper for his own person at any time; 
if he did not want to fire himself, he must be able to locate those few officers who were ready for 
assassination.” 

From the moment of this realization, the British government gave the German opposition that "unusual 
political credit" of which insiders know to report. Yes, more than that, - it brought about the 
astonishing swing in British foreign policy which then resulted in the declaration of war on September 
3, 1939. This, too, can no longer be disputed, for: "the existence of a German conspiracy was well 
known in London at the time of the declaration of war; and it must have played a considerable part in 
the deliberations of the British government at that time" (Quoting from the London quarterly Contacts 
Sebastian Haffner, "The History of July 20, 1944."). 

No doubt, Hitler was an "aggressor." But the world will have to look for the objective of Hitler's 
aggression in a different direction than an all-too-comfortable historical legend claims. What did Hitler 
really want? Attentive readers of "Mein Kampf" will not be surprised to hear the verdict of an 
Englishman who is a well-known historical-political publicist: "Hitler admired the English far more 
than the Germans. He wished to share with Britain. His basic aim in life was the conquest and 
colonization of Russia. His attacks first on Czechoslovakia and then on Poland, the Netherlands and 
France were undertaken for one purpose only: to secure his back for the attack on Russia. He was forced 
to attack Britain because, thanks to its alliance with Poland and France, it threatened his back" (F.A. 
Voigt, in "Sundings," Dec. 1948). 

So much for the statement from the "Standpunkt" of 11. 8. 1950. - Especially interesting for our time is 
the last paragraph. Didn't we always want to make it clear to us after the war that we had invaded the 
poor Bolshevists completely unjustifiably? Slowly now the voices are increasing, even in the then hostile 
foreign countries, which admit that Germany's war against Bolshevism was a defensive war. Not only a 
defensive war - but a crusade, not only for Germany but for Europe, beyond that, for the whole world. 
Whether the North Americans will crush Bolshevism by their small wars, as for example in Korea, 
seems very doubtful, but that we would have eliminated this world danger without the dagger thrust of 
the Allies, that may be assumed as certain. The saying that is always held against us, "Germany's success 
would have been just as terrible for the world as Bolshevism," only makes us smile. Who, after all, had 
the intention to spread over the whole world by force, if necessary? But probably the Bolshevism. 
Germany made claims in the reorganization of Europe; today other peoples do the same and there it 
seems to be a matter of course. We are a nation of 100 million, which has already done a lot for the 
world. So, if 40 million peoples make such demands, one should not blame our leadership for this 
endeavor either. Or is there to be a double standard? Have not the events up to the present day clearly 
proved that of the statesmen of our time only the German head of state Adolf Hitler recognized the 
world situation and acted accordingly? The attack on Russia was not only a defensive measure of 


Germany, it was a world necessity. We German officers, who kept our oath, and who stood up for a 
good cause with all our might until the last day, were often told, "You fought for a bad cause, you 
became robbers, because you entered foreign countries", and what not! Today, however, the old 
strategic principle, "the attack is the best defense" is already presentable again. - For us, of course, this 
principle had no meaning, we were "bandits" because of it - But just this attitude of the opposite side, 
has tied the bond among us front comrades even tighter after the war. Of course, the strategic realization 
that in modern war no rigid line, neither a latitude, nor in the river, nor in the mountains, can be 
defended, is very bitter, but one must take it into account. An enemy who is quantitatively far superior, 
and who today, without regard to losses, forms centers of gravity with modern weapons and means of 
deployment, will always be able to achieve a breakthrough at first and thus flood the enemy's rear and 
paralyze his industry. Adolf Hitler took this realization into account, and the world thought to resent it. 
That Adolf Hitler "furthermore had reason to believe that Bolshevism would shortly strike a deadly 
blow against Germany and Europe seems, as the situation of the world today proves, not to have been 
only Nazi propaganda. Liddel Hart also mentions these things in his book "Now They May Talk" (pages 
316-317): 

... "While German intelligence underestimated Russian forces, what it reported provided material for 
fears about the hanging danger of a Russian attack. The number of divisions in western Russia and 
Russian-occupied Poland went steadily upward during the first half of 1941, and by May it was twice 
what it had been before the outbreak of war with Poland. The concentration of air forces and the 
expansion of air bases were also strongly evident. All this increased Hitler's fear. When he spoke to 
generals and others about the likelihood that the Russians were planning an attack before the end of the 
summer, there is little doubt that he was expressing fears that he actually felt and that he shared with 
some of his advisers. 

On the other hand, it is understandable that with every report of Russia's growing strength in the border 
areas, Hitler could believe that dl? Time was running out." 

But much more far-reaching information is given to us in the book "Hier spricht Hans Fritsche" (pages 
84-85, from his interrogations in 1945 in the Lubijanka prison in Moscow.) 

What do you think was the reason for the German invasion of Russia? Did you actually believe 
in the existence of a secret treaty which was supposed to have been concluded between Russia and 
England as early as 19402" 

"No, I did not believe in such a secret treaty. It would also have been superfluous for Russia, since 
during the war she always had the enemy of her enemy as a sure confederate, and since her price 
increased the later she took sides." 

"Did you believe that the Soviet Union had already taken sides?" 

"Yes. They maintained 150 divisions on a frontier where at first only five of our divisions were. They 
suddenly raised, as my government said, entirely new political demands not provided for in the 1939 
treaty. Finally, I had a compelling reason to believe that my Government was acting in honest and 
dutiful conviction when it preempted the suspected or intended Russian invasion by a preemptive war." 
"What reason is that?" 

"The consideration that a German government would not wantonly start a war in the East when the 
struggle in the West was not yet over. The idea of two-front war, Germany's nightmare was from 
Kaiser Barbarossa to Wilhelm II." 

"Let me tell you what your Fiihrer thought: he was misinformed about the strength of the Soviet 
Union. His intelligence was bad. He thought our campaign in Finland was the whole result of our 
ability, while this one was led only by a military district. He thought he could easily deal with us. That 
was a mistake." 


I believed I could now also ask a question, "And if he had not attacked - would you have come?" 
"Maybe not in 1941, but certainly in 1942." - 

From the unadorned-open answer I concluded that the chance of a return to my homeland was zero." 
But back to the resistance fighters and their reports. 

Gisevius describes how Daladier was also involved in their work, "Bis zum bittren Ende," on pages 102- 
103. 

... "At least Daladier had a report on this meeting in his hand - which is why I even know what it was. 
The French Prime Minister had the goodness to keep it in his Geheiniakten so well that it was found by 
the German Abwehr after the occupation of Paris. If Oster had not had this incriminating document 
quickly organized away, this Swiss excursion would have cost us dearly for years to come. We made 
another attempt to get in touch with the other side. 

First, we considered whether Rome would not be the right place from which to move the war- 
mongers"... 

According to Gisevius, Mr. Schacht also took part in negotiations of this kind: (page 104): 

.. On the occasion of a meeting in Basel, Mr. Schacht pointed out in detail to Montagu Norman, the 
president of the British central bank, who had been a friend of his for years, the interconnection of two 
trouble spots so far apart from each other. Since he was about to embark on a trip 

to India, he offered to help in word and deed to thwart Ribbentrop's game. As a great admirer of 
Marshal Chiang-Kai-Shek, he wanted to penetrate as far as Chunking: unfortunately, the suspicious 
Hitler thought his piece and sent him some urgent cables in which he strictly forbade him to enter any 
Chinese soil. It may be that Schacht did not send Chamberlain any news; and I would not mention this 
episode if it did not give a good example of how much we racked our brains as to whether and what 
possibility of influence existed, be it for the others, be it for our group. But this is what was important to 
us at that time: The other side finally had to do something on its own! Somehow and somewhere they 
had to take the initiative; they had to seize the law of action for their part! Instead of staring paralyzed at 
the Reich Chancellery, if and when a new blow would be struck from there, it had to anticipate Hitler 
with ideas of its own." 

(page 105): 

... "As is well known, Schacht had only hesitantly decided to recognize this argumentation as correct. 
For years he had indulged in the delusion that a temporary agreement, if not a permanent peace, could 
be reached with the powers of the revolution. It seemed all the more important now that the minister, 
startled by his own evil experiences, should warn Chamberlain, who came from the same capitalist 
sphere, against the policy of compromise and retreat." 

In addition to Chamberlain, Schacht also tried to influence Roosevelt, whose policies the world now 
recognizes helped lead the world into the difficulties that are such an intractable problem today. This 
realization also already broke through largely within America. Does Mr. Gisevius nevertheless still think 
today that it was an "imposition" to ask Roosevelt to mediate? At any rate, it seemed to be at the time. 
(page 150): 

... "To be sure, Roosevelt had made many an earnest appeal. He had not received anything but a 
scornful echo. It was undoubtedly an imposition to persuade him once again to mediate. His objection 
was obvious: first the Germans themselves would have to create a fundamental change. Schacht alluded 
to this when he wrote: 

"My feeling is that gaining time will help a great deal at the present moment . There are people who 
think it might be too' 

early to discuss plans before certain conditions have taken place. I am starting from another point. My 
feeling is that the earlier discussions would be opened, the earlier it will influence the development of 


certain existing conditions." 

"I smuggled this letter to Switzerland, for which purpose Oster had to make a special trip for me"... 
There was probably never a lack of possibilities to carry out these things, Gisevius writes about it on 
page 106: 

bliss "There have been enough courageous and unsuspicious Germans throughout the horrible years, who 
smuggled their comprehensive and in the truth content not to be doubted reports, be it directly abroad, 
be it into the foreign missions". ... 

... "The least we hoped for at that time was the establishment of permanent contact with the English 
government.".... 

Page 147, "To the bitter end" - (Gisevius): 

... "At that time our circle of friends put out its first cautious feelers as to whether and how to come to 
an interaction with the other side.".... 

And on page 148 (Gisevius): 

.. Ina secret service, all sorts of things can be accomplished that are beyond even Gestapo control. In the 
very first weeks, Oster provided proof of this by carefully threading through certain foreign policy 
connections. Dr. Josef Miiller made his first trips to the Vatican.".... 

(page 204): 

... "Many a letter went beyond Gestapo control to the front or abroad. It was his special joy when he 
could be of help to the churches. Every trip of Josef Miiller to the Vatican filled him with joyful 
satisfaction. Dr. Schoenfels and Dietrich Bonhoeffer's mediation services to the ecumenical movement 
in Geneva would have been inconceivable without him"... 

Uber die rein technischen Voraussetzungen solcher und dhnlicher Schritte liest man 40 Seiten weiter: 

.. This could be done relatively easily and inconspicuously, because the Abwehr had its own passport 
office, whose visas were not subject to Gestapo control". 

But apparently the traitors were not always taken seriously, at least Mr. Gisevius complains about it on 
page 108 similar to Mr. von Schlabrendorff before: 

... "Lord Vansittart could have prevented a great deal of disaster with a fraction of the energy he now 
spends secretly condemning the Germans, if he had taken the tips so unmistakably whispered to him by 
the Germans a little more seriously.".... 

And on Site 235 (Gisevius): 

... "The conversations Dietrich Bonhoeffer had with the Bishop of Chichester in Stockholm in May 
1942 must also be seen in this context. Through them, the line running through the Vatican was not to 
be interrupted, but strengthened, by preventing a possible false impression, as if it were a matter of an 
action supported only by Catholic circles. Bonhoeffer's guidelines were exactly within the framework of 
the declarations made by Miiller, which is why he subsequently went to Rome with Miiller. Any firm 
assurances should not and could not be given at that time, because in that spring all three field marshals 
in question dropped out. Manstein wanted to conquer Sevastopol first. Kluge wavered as usual, and just 
now Goerdeler was preparing for his Smolensk trip. Witzleben, on the other hand, who really wanted 
to, was in Paris a commander-in-chief without soldiers." 

"As is well known, the English government showed itself uninterested in the communications of the 
Bishop of Chichester!".... 

The English were at all more skeptical in this respect than the other Allies, e.g., the North Americans, as 
Mr. Gisevius describes on pages 272-273. 

.. In order to get this question to the political leaders in the other camp, Allen W. Dulles, who worked at 
the American legation in Bern, seemed to be the most obvious way. At the end of 1942, he had come to 
Switzerland as head of the OSS and since then had left his mark not only on the American but also on 


the Allied intelligence service in Europe. Despite various attempts, it had been impossible to maintain 
ongoing political contacts with the other side, except for occasional meetings, because they were more 
or less limited to pure espionage. Of course, no serious talks could be held on such a basis. The English, 
in particular, became bent on the old scheme according to which the "enemy" was only an object of the 
Secret Service; it was a pity how much they thereby politicized past the underground development." 
(Couldn't they have learned from the English?) - .."It was only Dulles who had the courage to extend 
his activity to the political aspects of this war. With his keen intellect and his comprehensive knowledge 
of European problems, dating back to the time of the First World War and the Versailles peace 
negotiations, he came to the conclusion that even then intensive thought had to be given to the political 
termination of this bloody struggle. Therefore, he sought contact with all European resistance groups. 
His office in the Herrengasse in Bern became a center of the European Resistance. Not only Germans, 
but Austrians, Hungarians, Italians, Romanians, Finns, not to speak of the members of the occupied 
countries met there. Everyone breathed a sigh of relief at having finally found someone with whom to 
discuss the contradictory problems of this Hitler war.".... 

Dulles, who still plays an essential role in American politics today, was probably one of the main targets 
of the resistance group in the first place, according to Gisevius. On page 274 he is mentioned again: 

... "Because Waetjen and I knew from our conversations with Dulles 

knew better than the Berliners how much the policy of the Anglo-Saxons was borne by the concern that 
all one-sided talks with the German opposition, whether through clumsiness, indiscretions, or an 
intentional playing off against each other, might ultimately lead to an understanding between National 
Socialists and Bolshevists, we played with our cards on the table at that time.".... 

... "It was not yet known to us whether and when the invasion would take place. But we entered with 
earnestness into the demand made by so many that this time the whole of Germany must be occupied by 
the victorious powers in the course of military victory.".... 

25 pages further on the interaction is described in more detail; it was not just a change of system that the 
patriots were concerned with, it was the annihilation of the whole of Germany. 

... "I leave Waetjen an extensive elaboration for Dulles, which he is to give him after my departure. I 
am reluctant to say goodbye to him or Gaevernitz. Why the unnecessary nervous strain of still debating 
with them the advisability of such a trip? On the other hand, I consider it my duty to outline to Dulles 
the European and German situation as my friends and I would view it in the event of a successful 
putsch." -... 

Gisevius calls it responsible when battle-deciding military secrets are revealed; to him it seems strange 
that the enemy should bristle, since he does not think treason on this scale at all possible; that the enemy 
should not count on his help he finds abnormal. (Similar to Schlabrendorff:) On page 240 (Gisevius) 
states: 

.. What kind of dangers responsible men exposed themselves to at that time, I will only prove with one 
case, which stirred up a lot of dust within the defense. In a neutral place, the Belgian legation received 
continuous warnings, which resulted in the announcement of the imminent invasion. With astonishing 
frankness, the diplomat in question cabled his government about this, the main part of the description 
being why he suggested that this news should not be believed. He said that it came from a high German 
military 

position, from which it could be concluded that it was a deceptive maneuver, because otherwise the 
bearer - a traitor. 

It seemed certain politicians or countries simply did not want to be helped.".... (No need to comment on 
this, I suppose!) 22 

What the same author says about the interaction with the Vatican in several places just does not paint it 


as a purely ecclesiastical institution. 

(page 231, "Gisevius): 

... "For our circle of friends there was no doubt that Hitler would dare the offensive against the West. So 
we had to hurry if we wanted to prove to the generals that peace in decency and honor was still possible. 
I have already mentioned those talks that Josef Miiller had begun in the Vatican in the fall of 1939. 
Now Beck decided to continue along this path. The confidence that Miiller enjoyed in Rome had to 
exclude all doubt there about the correctness of his information. This counteracted the danger that the 
English might also refer to these negotiations in their Venlo kidnapping justified distrust. Likewise, the 
cliff was avoided that Halder and Brauchitsch might question the reliability of the German or English 
interlocutor in any other conversation abroad.".... 

Also a report from the book by the former ambassador in Rome, Mr. von Hassel ("Vom andren 
Deutschland") confirms the assumption that the Vatican during the war served all sorts of "side tasks"... 
(page 140 "From the other Germany"): 

... "Then came O. (Oster) and D. (Dohnanyi); they read me extraordinarily interesting papers about 
conversations of a Catholic confidant with the Pope, who in turn had established contact with Halifax 
through Osborne (English envoy to the Vatican). (These "talks" through the mediation of the Pope to 
determine the basis for negotiations for a peace after German regime change are generally called Action 
X.) The man of confidence (X) is lawyer Dr. Josef Miiller. His name was also not mentioned in the final 
report. For this so-called X report was intended to promote the generals’ willingness to act; it therefore 
had to be formulated taking into account the danger that it might fall into unlawful hands). - The Pope 
would thereafter have gone astonishingly far in understanding German interests. Halifax, speaking 
expressly for the British Government in this, is much more cloistered in formulation, touching also on 
such points as "decentralization in Germany" and "plebiscite" in Austria."... 

(Page 146, "Of the Other Germany" - Ulrich von Hassel): 

"They then went on to show me notes of the Vertrauensmann (Dr. Josef Miiller), from which it appears 
that the Pope and the English hold to their position. We discussed without result, although G.'s 
(GeBler's) communications turn on this action or matter of my sub-speaker from Arosa. Has he not 
come back because Halifax "gives up", or because the man in reality has no "vest", or because Halifax 
does not want to ride on several lines? 

Halifax seems to have enjoyed special confidence with Herr von Hassel: (pages 147-148, "From the 
Other Germany"): 

... "Mr. X reported that he had given my notes to Halifax, who, allegedly without mentioning my 
name, showed them to Chamberlain. According to X's account, Cadogan is also aware of the whole 
thing, without knowing about me or any details. 

Halifax told Mr. X he thanked him very much for the communication, valued it highly, was also in 
complete agreement with the principles set forth." .. 

It is quite interesting that von Hassel already had the impression at that time that, even in the event of a 
successful coup, no other arrangement could be expected for Germany. But was not this argument the 
justification for the necessity of the plot? In this case, too, then, were there no misgivings? On this 
subject Hassel remarks: 

(page 149): 

... "This morning I took another walk with Mr. X. I got the impression that Halifax and his people no 
longer have any real faith in the possibility of achieving peace in this way, that is, by changing the 
system in Germany. Mr. X, however, confirmed to me again that the Halifax position was 
fundamentally unchanged.".... 

What influence did the assassination of July 20 have on the success of the invasion in 1944. 


Again in this chapter it is absolutely far from my intention to take a position on the events of July 20. 
Here, too, I will only refer to the statements of those involved or of a war historian. It is generally 
accepted that the success of the invasion ultimately sealed Germany's fate, ie. that defeat could no 
longer be averted from that point on. Whoever did not do everything possible to make the success of the 
invasion impossible, thereby contributed to the enemy and thus also to the advance of Bolshevism. 
advance of Bolshevism, since at that time the various conference resolutions of the "great ones" were 
already known, which stated that the enemy powers would only accept an unconditional surrender, 
both to the west and to the east! (Compare the documents about the conference results in Casablanca 
and Teheran (1. 12. 43). Compare also Churchill's memoirs in which the author confirms that he let 
middle men of the resistance movement know that England was not waging the war against Hitler or 
Nazism but against Germany. - Also General Young says in his book "Rommel" in this context (page 
263-264): 

.. Stiilpnagel belonged to the inner ring of the resistance movement. Together with Speidel, he worked 
out the basis for negotiations for an armistice with Eisenhower and Montgomery. - The armistice offer 
was to be made without Hitler's participation - if Hitler had not been eliminated at that point. For the 
West, evacuation of all occupied territories was proposed. In the east, a shortened front was to be held. 
The Allies, however, could not have agreed to such terms. They had pledged not to conclude a separate 
peace without Russia. Moreover, they had put a heavy brake on themselves by the Casablanca formula 
of unconditional surrender." .. 

If, despite the knowledge of the unconditional surrender condition, plans for a coup continued to be 
worked on, any comment on this is superfluous. Therefore, without being called subjective, I may 
presuppose that it should have been the duty of every patriot to do everything possible to prevent the 
invasion. Only the thought of effecting the salvation of the Fatherland by beating off the landing should 
have claimed all forces, for no one will be able to deny that with an Allied concentration of forces which 
had been prepared for years, any fragmentation of striking power and internal disunity must give the 
enemy a decisive preponderance. The question now is, to what extent did the coup plans really influence 
events at this time? Before I let those involved have their say, I would like to cite the opinion of the 
Englishman Liddell Hart on this subject, to whom the accusation of being a "Nazi" can probably not be 
made. Liddell Hart is considered today by almost all nations as -one of the most outstanding war 
historians. Wawell says of him: _"jBy far the most stimulating and thought- 

fullest military writer we possess." - Churchill: "Captain Liddell Hart has stimulated technical and 
professional thought immeasurably." - Maisky (Russian Ambassador ): "We consider Liddell Hart the 
best military mind in England." 

Liddell Hart spoke after the war with almost all the German generals who were instrumental in major 
operations. He summarized these conversations with the generals in the book already quoted here several 
times, which was published in German by StuttgarterVerlag-GmbH. under the title "Jetzt diirfen sie 
reden". The following quotations are also taken from this book: 

(page 501): 

"Three days later, on July 20, came the attempt to kill Hitler at his headquarters in East Prussia. The 
conspirators' bomb missed its main target,'but it had terrible repercussions for the battle in the West at 
its critical stage.".... 

(pp. 502-503) he quotes General Blumentritt as saying in more detail about the repercussions: 

"The reason for this order, as I learned later, was Hitler's suspicion that the Field Marshal's purpose in 
going to the front was to get in touch with the Allies and negotiate a surrender. 

All this had a very bad effect on what prospects we had left to prevent the Allied breakout. In the days 
of the crisis, Kluge turned his attention only partly to what was going on at the front, for at the same 


time he was looking anxiously over his shoulder backward at Hitler's headquarters." 

Field Marshal Kluge was the commander on the invasion front at this time. On the same page we read: 
"He was not the only general in this state of anxiety over the plot to assassinate Hitler. Fear permeated 
and paralyzed the higher command in the weeks and months that followed. The influence of July 20 on 
the generals is a subject that could fill a book in itself." - 

On pages 505-506, Liddell Hart quotes General Warlimont, assistant to the Chief of Operations in the 
OKW. who stated on the same subject. 

"...Warlimont gave me an account of this last difficult phase from the standpoint of the OK W which 
throws light on the reactions at Hitler's headquarters. "In July a terrible pressure arose on Hitler and all 
concerned from the simultaneous Russi- 26 

see offensive and the subsequent collapse of Army Group Center at the front. In this way, for the first 
time, strategic Allied cooperation emerged on both main fronts, while the July 20 attack increased the 
general confusion." Before returning to Liddell Hart, I would like to cite another source which will 
serve to prove that at the time of the highest danger of invasion not all forces were concentrated on 
repelling this enterprise at all costs, but that subversive plans were at the same time occupying a part of 
the authoritative commanders and command posts. Under these circumstances, despite the heroic efforts 
of our comrades at the front, was it possible to repel the 

invasion at all? We are talking about the former General Speidel, who was Chief of the General Staff of 
Army Group B at the beginning of the invasion. He reports in his book "Invasion 1944" on page 83 
about the meetings that were devoted to the preparations for the coup and its execution. All this a few 
weeks before the invasion, on 15.5. 1944, - when every second should have been used to strengthen the 
defensive preparations. 

("Invasion 1944", pages 83-84): 

.. After preparatory discussions by the Chief of the General Staff of Army Group B, Rommel and 
Stiilpnagel held a detailed discussion in the presence of both Chiefs of the General Staff on May 15, 
1944, in a country house in Mareil-Marly near St. Germain about the measures necessary for ending the 
war in the West. After an overview of the political and military circumstances and for the overthrow of 
the National Socialist regime, the theoretical and practical preparations were laid down in detail. Both 
military commanders also repeatedly urged their political and military concerns to the Commander-in- 
Chief West, von Rundstedt, and found an open ear. "Generalquartiermeister des Heeres, General der 
Artillerie Eduard Wagner," (jointly responsible for the lack of winter equipment on the Eastern Front in 
1941/1942) "came to the command post of the Army Group in May to coordinate the necessary 
measures in the West with the preparations of the Army High Command. He informed Rommel about 
the active resistance forces in the Army High Command, the "calendar" - preparations for an uprising 
and for the first time about the earlier attempts to assassinate Hitler. The field marshal opposed the 
assassination attempts, as he did not want Hitler to be made into a 

Hitler a martyr." Two pages later in the same book we read (page 86 - "Invasion 1944" - Speidel): 
"Furthermore, the possibilities of entering into conversation with the Western Allies were discussed: via 
the Vatican, via the British Ambassador in Madrid, Sir Samuel Hoare, and via Swiss connections. 
Soundings to the opposite side via Rome, Madrid, and Lisbon had already been initiated, but had as yet 
remained without result." (page 87): 

"In a second meeting, the connection between the resistance camps was established more closely and an 
intelligence route with Rommel's command post was established, which proved successful and remained 
undetected. 

The Field Marshal approved the contents of the discussions and sent word to Dr. Strolin that the 
preparatory measures had been initiated and that he was ready for any mission without any personal 


claim." 

(pp. 145-146): 

... "Field Marshal von Kluge had first received Lord Mayor Dr. Goerdeler at his headquarters near 
Smolensk in April 1942; an exchange of ideas with the latter, with Colonel General Beck, Ambassador 
von Hassel, and others followed; von Kluge is said to have declared himself ready to participate in the 
overthrow of National Socialist tyranny in Germany in 1943, subject to two preconditions." 

(page 126): 

... "By order of the Quartermaster General, General der Artillle- rie Wagner, the new Chief 
Quartermaster in the West, Colonel in the General Staff Finck, reported to the command post of the 
Army Group and gave an account of the preparations for the removal of Hitler and the planned 
upheaval of the state to save the homeland. He reported on the failures of previous assassination attempts 
and on preparations for a new attack to be carried out at Berchtesgaden. Rommel again had his opinion 
conveyed that, for the reasons known, he considered it inexpedient to kill Hitler by assassination, and 
that he adhered to his arrest and sentencing by a German court. He instructed Colonel Finck to prepare 
with the Quartermaster General the urgently needed synchronization of all measures at headquarters 
and at home and to report to him on this as soon as possible. In his opinion 

In his opinion, this decisive question was being considered in too many places at once. Voices were 
also raised from within the troops. The 

Commander of the 116th Panzer Division, Lieutenant General Graf Schwerin, submitted a 
memorandum on the military-political situation and demanded on behalf of the troops an end to the 
war and a change in the National Socialist regime. His reliable Panzer Division was also in his hands for 
use against internal enemies. The same was true of the 2nd Panzer Division under Lieutenant General 
Freiherr von Luettwitz..." 

We will have to come back to the panzer divisions just mentioned. Also in this book is described, in 
which crisis situation just the invasion front was on 20 July and how necessary just at this time the 
concentration of all forces would have been. It is clear from page 144. ("Invasion 1944" - Hans Speidel): 
... "In these evening hours threatened by disaster, the fronts at Caen and St. L6 were in a defensive crisis. 
Commanders-in-chief and chiefs called, requesting reserves and demanding clarity about the events at 
the Fiihrer's headquarters and in Berlin, which they had learned from the radio. The Chief of the Army 
Group General Staff had to answer these questions and make the necessary decisions alone so that the 
front would be held!" (The Chief of Staff of the Army Group, however, was the author General Speidel 
himself, he was one of the conspirators in whose concept armistice plans and negotiations were already 
included and considered). 

Again and again the question arises, is it really to be assumed, taking this fact into account, that 
everything was done and all possibilities exhausted to repel the possibly war-decisive invasion? This is 
also true in particular with regard to page 71 where Speidel says: 

... "Also for political reasons it seemed expedient to the Field Marshal to have reliable armored units at 
hand for possible coming events"... 

So political considerations played a role here in the deployment of units, and not only military ones. 
Were all available forces used to prevent the invasion? Is a misinterpretation of the passage just quoted 
even possible? That the two armored divisions were not deployed for a long time and remained in 
reserve is well known. As already mentioned, these are the 116. 

and 2nd Panzer Division. Their commanders were already described as "politically irreproachable" and 
offered themselves for "special services". 

So it was no coincidence that it was just these divisions! - They were under the command of the Army 
Group and could be used by it, moreover, this is directly implied by the expression "to be had at hand". 


(page 71). 

What was the relationship of Field Marshal Rommel to the assassination attempt on July 20? Liddell 
Hart characterizes on page 482 ("Now they may talk" ) Hitler's relationship to Rommel as follows: 

... "Hitler placed all his confidence in the personality:4 of Rommel, in his panzer division, and in the 
combat experience of German soldiers as opposed to the average Allied soldier, but forgot to take into 
account enemy air power.".... 

Rommel on the other hand, let's read pages 81 - 82 - 83 -. 

48: ("Invasion 1944" - Hans Speidel): 

... "The subject of the first discussions with the Field Marshal were, among other things, thoughts of the 
former Lord Mayor of Leipzig, Dr. Goerdeler, which had been transmitted to the Chief of the General 
Staff by Lord Mayor Dr. Strélin for Rommel on April 14 in Freudenstadt. Goerdeler had asked Strélin 
at the end of 1943 to contact Field Marshal Rommel. The latter was to be convinced that Hitler and his 
regime had to be eliminated in order to save Germany and Europe. The mayor of Stuttgart, whom the 
field marshal had long respected as an energetic and insightful man, had referred to his first meeting 
with Rommel in February 1944. In it, the legal possibilities for changing the regime and ending the war 
had been discussed. Briefings from the military side, among others from Generaloberst (ret.) Beck and 
the Quartermaster General, General der Artillerie Wagner, completed the picture. The judgments 
agreed that ways and means of ending the war should be found without delay, before the inevitable 
catastrophe cut off any possibility of negotiation. The first delineation of political thought resulted in 
complete agreement between commander-in-chief and chief, with Rommel speaking in his 
characteristic spirited manner about Hitler's intemperance in the human, military, and governmental 
spheres and his dis- 30 

respect for European thought and genuine humanitarianism. A series of essential meetings for the 
preparations followed." 

The passage already quoted above (page 27) follows: 

"After preparatory discussions by the Chief of the General Staff of Army Group B, an in-depth 
discussion between Rommel and Stiilpnagel took place in the presence of both Chiefs of the General 
Staffs on 15 May 1944 in a country house in Mareil-Marly near St. Germain on the measures necessary 
for ending the war in the West and for overthrowing the National Socialist regime. After an overview 
of the political and military realities, the theoretical and practical preparations were detailed. Both 
military commanders also repeatedly urged their political and military concerns on the Commander-in- 
Chief West, von Rundstedt, and found an open ear. The General Quartermaster of the Army, General 
der Artillerie Eduard Wagner, came to the command post of the Army Group in May to coordinate the 
necessary measures in the west with the preparations of the Army High Command. He briefed Rommel 
on the active resistance forces in the Army High Command, the "calendar" preparations for an uprising, 
and for the first time on the earlier attempts to assassinate Hitler. The field marshal countered the 
assassination attempts." 

That Rommel was largely informed is also confirmed by Liddell Hart in his already mentioned work 
"Now They May Talk" on page 101. 

...""Rommel's view of Hitler had changed even more. He made the remark to several 

of the commanders under his command that Germany's only hope now lay in eliminating Hitler as 
quickly as possible and then initiating peace negotiations. It is certain that he had at least knowledge of 
the conspiracy which culminated in the July 20 attempt to kill Hitler.".... 

There are many comrades in Germany to whom this fact is incomprehensible, for they, like all of us, 
have rightly seen in Field Marshal Rommel an outstanding officer, eager for action and accustomed to 
victory, from whom no deviation from our old soldiering tradition was assumed. However, hardly 


anyone imagines the mental depression with which Rommel was burdened by the unfortunate outcome 
of the African campaign. Certainly no one reproached Rommel personally for the outcome of the 
African campaign. 

We know for ourselves which circumstances were ultimately decisive in bringing about this end. If I 
weave in Liddell Hart's reflections, it is only in order to perhaps get some indication as to why Rommel 
got into the aforementioned frame of mind and thus did not become an opponent of the resistance 
group, but on the contrary, the group was able to use him as a tool. Page 94 - "Now they may talk" - B. 
H. Liddell Hart, treats the end of the African campaign as follows: 

... "But Rommel had been forced to stretch himself beyond his means and was also fatally hit by the 
sinking of his operational fuel tankers as they crossed the Mediterranean by British submarines. This 
decided the outcome, and by the time the collapse had begun on the forward battle front, there was no 
longer any serious resistance until the Libyan western frontier was reached, over a thousand miles 
astern/"... 

It was an unfortunate coincidence that Rommel was not always immediately on the spot in two decisive 
offensives, but was in the empire. Liddell Hart reports on this (pages 95-96) 

... "He had to go to Vienna for medical treatment for his desert ulcers. When he heard of Montgomery's 
offensive, he insisted on returning to Africa immediately, disregarding medical objections, but was 
unable to meet his own demands in the next few months. Although he directed the long retreat 
sufficiently skillfully to evade any attempt by Montgomery to encircle his forces, he did miss 
opportunities to counterattack. His illness may also have contributed to the bad mistake he made at the 
Battle of Mareth, which opened the door to Tunis for Montgomery and paved the way for the final 
German collapse in Africa. 

That Rommel made mistakes is beyond doubt, and in combat against superior forces any oversight can 
lead to defeat, while even numerous mistakes can be made good with success if the general has the 
advantage of great superiority." ... 

He also happened to be in Germany at the start of the invasion during the crucial first hours." - So much 
for Liddell Hart. 

Rommel's campaign, so successful, had been suddenly halted and had come to an abrupt end. Still 
impressed by this event, he came to France to the canal front, where he found officers 32 

found officers whose will to resist had long since been undermined, and who had long been thinking 
only of how to overthrow the regime instead of putting all their strength at the disposal of winning the 
war. For example, the military commander for France, General Stiilpnagel, was one of the leading 
figures in the slide. Rommel was an outspoken opponent of the attempt on Hitler's life, but under the 
circumstances described above he was nevertheless an accomplice in the conspiracy, and he also tolerated 
preparations that served to carry it out. It was interesting for us front-line soldiers of the East to observe 
that on a front which has to defend itself constantly and where the hardest battles are fought, subversive 
forces are hardly to be found, but only where the front is at rest and a giant stage operation is 
flourishing, as it was the case in France. This also explains the fact that the resistance fighters were 
recruited almost exclusively from the homeland or from the "peaceful stage France". Phenomena such as 
Tresckow, who belonged to the Eastern Front, were decidedly isolated cases. Field Marshal Rommel's 
military merits, however, are pronounced front achievements. They are so great that none of us will 
touch his person. The only question that remains open is whether unfortunate circumstances did not 
drive him into the arms of the conspiracy, the consequences of which he did not entirely overlook, and 
whether he served a good cause in the case of this joint knowledge of July 20. For the fact of his 
knowledge and cooperation sealed his life after the failed coup d'état, which could still have been so 
infinitely valuable for our fatherland. Shocking, however, is an account concerning his son in Young's 


"Rommelbuch": (page 291). 

... "In any case, in April he made the decision to be captured as soon as the Americans were in Ulm. 
Manfred was stopped and interrogated. But he had already thought up an excuse. A few minutes ago, he 
said, he had almost run into the French, but had managed to escape; now he had to hurry back to his 
company commander. He had to tell him that the village over there was occupied by the French. The 
SS let him go. Soon after, Manfred managed to jump into captivity." ... 

Let us hope that there is a mistake here, be it Young's or someone else's. Because, that the son of a 
German highly decorated field marshal becomes a deserter, would probably not be a recommendation 
even for today. 

Incidentally, Rommel's acquiescence in the conspiracy against Hitler did not earn him the applause of 
the conspirators. On the contrary, they distanced themselves from him, in part in a quite poisonous 
manner. Gisevius writes (page 312, "To the bitter end"): 

... "In contrast, Rommel's lack of character, with which he joins the cry for a coup, is at most, surpassed 
by himself. In advance, Rommel, the most convinced Nazi among Hitler's field marshals, like Kluge, 
demanded that all three of them, Hitler, Goering and Himmler, should disappear at once during the 
assassination. Moreover, he let it be known that even then it would be better if he did not step forward 
at the first act, "it would be better to keep him in reserve as a trump card"... 

Rommel was undoubtedly one of the officers who did not hold back with their criticism even of Hitler. 
This was always possible, especially for front-line soldiers. I must confirm this from my own experience, 
especially when Hitler had reason to believe that the critic really only wanted the best and proved this 
by giving his full personal commitment. Of course, the point of view that the person in question had not 
often made reports which then turned out to be inaccurate, or had made suggestions which then in no 
way corresponded to the predicted success, played a major role. Every soldier who is inclined to 
constructive criticism will only increase his own value, but the emphasis is on "constructive" ... 
HITLER AS MILITARY LEADER. 

For the justification of the negative attitude towards Hitler, again and again the formulation is raised, 
"Hitler was a layman - he did not understand anything about it, he should have kept away from this 
area completely" - etc. -. 

Also with this topic it is far from me to make personal value judgments, but I want to base myself also 
here only on the "other sources". Moreover, this chapter alone would probably be able to fill books. It is 
safe to assume that certain general staff circles had a prejudice against Hitler's abilities in this field and 
their actual motives may have been quite human after all. Not everyone who has a special academic 
background will become a genius. Certainly, there are also gifted people in the military field who, 
without the usual training, have a healthy gift of judgment that can often be much more valuable 34 
more valuable than learned knowledge. Even a high rank achieved is not always a guarantee of great 
ability. Arrogance toward the "corporal" is neither a sign of human greatness nor of special intelligence. 
It is interesting that in certain circles the arrogance, the jealousy and the extravagance went so far that 
they did not take Rommel for full. Liddell Hart says in "Now they may talk" - on page 99: 

... "This was to an even greater extent the view of most German generals, for those of the General Staff 
"caste" saw in Rommel only a little better amateur than Hitler. They argued that Rommel had no war 
experience comparable to that gained in the Russian campaign. There one could learn the importance of 
the provision of forces" ... and so on. 

Should one wonder too much about the opinion of certain generals and on the other hand about Liddell 
Hart's consideration of them later on page 303? 

... "The German generals had studied their profession with the greatest thoroughness and had devoted 
themselves from their youth to the mastery of its technique, without caring much for politics or even 


for the outside world. Men of this type arrive at the greatest expertise without having any creative 
power." ... 

Should not this Englishman's judgment on the whole subject give us something to think about? 

It is, of course, an exaggeration to say that the glorious victory march through France is to be put down 
to Hitler's account alone, but it is certain that it was to his credit that in the end the "Manstein Plan" 
came to fruition, against much opposition and against the view of a certain group of generals. This plan, 
however, then had this grandiose success in which hardly anyone except Hitler had believed. Liddell 
Hart "Now they may talk" said about it on page 177-178: 

... "Hitler's generals did not share his concern for the long term, but they shared his confidence for the 
short. They did not think that the German army was strong enough to beat the French. 

If one compares the figures, their point of view seems well justified. For they did not possess such a 
superiority in total 

divisions as was required for success on the above calculation. In fact, they were numerically inferior. 
The French had mobilized 110 divisions and could "lift" even more out of a total of 5 million trained 
soldiers; 

85 divisions-later 101-were concentrated opposite Germany. The British had sent 5 divisions, with more 
to follow; and 8 also arrived during the winter. The Belgians were able to mobilize 23 divisions. On the 
other hand, Germany entered the war with 98 divisions, but only 62 were ready for combat - the rest 
were reserves and Landwehr divisions that had served in the earlier war and needed further training 
before they were ready for action. In addition, a considerable number had to be left in the east to occupy 
Poland, and as a guard against Russia. In light of such a comparison, it is not surprising that the older 
German generals did not see favorable prospects in an offensive. They did not share Hitler's belief in the 
power of the new mechanized weapons, tanks, and air force to outstrip enemy superiority in trained 
soldier strength. (At the same time, they adhered to the better-reasoned views Beck had set forth early 
in his 1938 memorandum on the danger of a new world war). 
Just about all the generals with whom I talked, including von Rundstedt and his chief planner 
Blumentritt, openly admitted they never expected such a rip-roaring success as was achieved. (General) 
Blumentritt described the views that prevailed in the higher ranks by saying, "Hitler alone believed that 
decisive success was possible." But among the younger generals there were two, Manstein and Guderian, 
who particularly believed in the possibility of a decisive victory, but only if new methods were used. 
With Hitler's backing, they were able to prove their point. By doing so, they changed the course of 
history"... 

... "General Siewert, who was Brauchitsch's personal adjutant from 1939 to 1941, tells me that no plan 
for a Western offensive was even considered until the conclusion of the Polish campaign, and reported 
to me Brauchitsch's attitude toward Hitler's directive. Colonel General von Brauchitsch was completely 
against it. All documents relating to this plan will show that Brauchitsch advised the Fiihrer against an 
invasion of the West. He personally approached him to show him the incomprehensibility of such an 
attempt. When he saw that he could not convince Hitler, he began to entertain thoughts of resigning. I 
asked how he justified his objection. Siewert replied: "Colonel General von Brauchitsch did not think 
that the German forces were strong enough to conquer France. 

reich, and objected that if they invaded France they would draw England's full heavyweight into the 
war. The Fiihrer did not quite believe this, but the colonel general warned him, "We know the British 
from the last war and how tough they are." This discussion took place on November 5. But Hitler 
overrode von Brauchitsch's objections and gave orders that the armies should be ready to attack on 
November 12. After all, the order was countermanded on Nov. 7 when weather reports announced bad 
weather. The date was set for the 17th and then postponed again. Hitler's anger at the weather 


disruption grew when he realized that his generals welcomed it. He saw they were all too ready to grasp 
at any pretext that justified their misgivings." ... 

Liddell Hart continues on pages 191-193: 

... "The final decision was made in a peculiar way. Brauchitsch and Halder were annoyed at the way 
Manstein had pushed through his intuition in opposition to their plan. So they decided to remove him 
from his post and relegate him to the command of an infantry corps, there he would be without his 
main link and no longer well able to push his ideas forward. But as a result of this transfer at the end of 
January, he was asked to go to Hitler, and there he now had an opportunity to present his ideas in detail. 
This meeting came about at the instigation of General Schmundt, Hitler's aide-de-camp, who 
passionately admired Manstein and felt that he had been treated badly." 

Warlimont recounted, "As Hitler pressed more and more to turn the new idea into real planning, Keitel 
and Jodi had to set about convincing the Commander-in-Chief of the Army and the Chief of the 
General Staff of the new line a few days later! The Army Command followed with extreme reluctance, 
but finally accepted the plan and turned it into one of the finest pieces of General Staff work." 

"Hitler was not content with the high credit of having recognized the value of a conception which the 
General Staff had failed to grasp, and that he had forced the key to victory upon their hesitating 
hands..." 

So here too, according to Liddell Hart, personal matters played a role in matters crucial to the war; not 
only toward Hitler! 

- So was Hitler's mistrust here and there not perhaps justified after all? 

On page 173 of Liddell Hart's work he continues to tell about the unproductive cooperation of certain 
general circles and Hitler: 

.. Before we tell in detail the inner history of these fateful decisions, some preconditions must be pointed 
out. For the real character of the prehistory is hardly less astonishing than the climax of the events or 
their nadir. Namely, while Hitler was saving England, France was being conquered in defiance of the 
German generals. When Germany put her foot on the neck of prostrate France, the victorious soldiers 
would have been greatly astonished to learn that their highest military leaders had not believed in the 
possibility of such a victory and that the victory had been imposed on a general staff filled with doubts 
by a plan "by the back stairs." Most would have been horrified to hear that six months earlier they had 
almost been led against Berlin instead of on Paris. And yet these are the facts which were concealed 
behind the triumphant exterior..." 

The land operations at the beginning of the French campaign, which were superbly organized in their 
preparation and execution, and led to battle-deciding successes, also prompted Liddell Hart on page 199 
("Now They May Talk") to note the following: 

... "The airborne attack of the offensive, unlike the tank attack, was directly instigated by Hitler, 
although he found in Student a soldier of imagination who struck his and brought it effectively to 
execution. Very honorably, Student said that Hitler had thought up the most striking details of the 
Luftlande plan himself, as well as two earlier plans that did not come to fruition. The first was for 
airborne troops to occupy the Belgian natio- nal rduit southwest of Ghent and to cut off the lines of 
retreat of Belgian troops from their advanced positions. "Hitler himself thought out this plan." 

On page 201, Liddell Hart quotes General Student: 

.. "The Albert Canal enterprise was also Hitler's own thought. It was perhaps the most original idea of 
this imaginative man. He sent for me and asked me for my 38 

opinion. I thought about it for a day, confirmed the possibilities of such an overrun and received the 
order to make preparations...". 

In other places, too, Liddell Hart takes a stand on the question of Hitler's strategic capabilities and his 


powers of judgment. A big part played the question, where and at which place will the invasion take 
place? He says about this on pages 98-99: 

.. Rundstedt was of the opinion that the Allied offensive would come directly across the Channel, at its 
narrower point between Calais and the Somme, while Rommel was more concerned with the 
possibilities of a landing in western Normandy, between Caen and Cherbourg. In this he had the same 
view as Hitler. On this point Rommel's view, and therefore Hitler's, proved to be the correct one. 
Moreover, there is sufficient evidence that during the last four months he had been eager to improve the 
defenses on the Normandy coast, which had been neglected in comparison with those in the Pas de 
Calais. His efforts were hampered, fortunately for the Allies, by the shortage of forces, so that the 
underwater barriers and coastal fortifications were far from complete..." 

On the same subject, he notes on page 477: 

... "Meanwhile, it was Hitler who guessed that the Allied landing in Normandy would take place. 
Blumentritt revealed this: "At the end of March the OK W issued instructions proving that Hitler 
expected an invasion of Normandy. From that time on we received repeated warnings about it, which 
began mR the words, "The Fiihrer fears ..." I do not know what led him to this conclusion, but the 
result was that the 91st Airborne Division was moved there with some combat vehicle companies and 
placed in reserve behind the Cherbourg peninsula near Carentan..." 

Coming to a general assessment, Liddell Hart on page 17 - "now they may talk" -: 

.. "All the defeats of the German Army were attributed to Hitler, but all the successes to the German 
General Staff." 

"This portrayal is not true, even if it contains a piece of truth. Hitler was by no means stupid as a 
strategist; if anything, he was too brilliant and suffered from the natural flaws that usually go with such 
brilliance. He possessed a highly developed understanding of surprise tactics and was a master of 
psychological warfare, which he raised to a new level. Long before the war, he had explained to his 
partners how the risky strike to occupy Norway would be conducted. He had also understood better 
than any general how bloodless conquests preceding war are brought about by undermining resistance in 
advance. No strategist in history has been more skilful than he in taking advantage of the intentions of 
his adversaries, the pinnacle of skill in warfare..." 
Must it not give us infinite food for thought and make many things appear in a different light, - also 
Hitler's relationship to a part of his generalship, when a historian of the stature of Liddell Hart, a former 
opponent, says this and also the following 

(page 19): ... "Hitler's strategic intuition and the operational arithmetic of the General Staff could well 
have formed a supreme alliance. Instead of this, suicidal antagonisms arose, which were turned to the 
advantage of their opponents"... 
And truly shattering (page 25): 

... "For there is a not unfounded suspicion that some generals were finally inclined to carry out orders 
which seemed to them hopelessly imprudent, simply as a means of sabotaging Hitler's plans and 
hastening the end of the war"... 
And page 568. 

... "I remarked to Manteuffel that the more I learned of the conduct of the war on the German side, the 
more the impression grew in me that on the one hand Hitler possessed a natural feeling for original 
strategy and tactics, while on the other hand the German General Staff had great expertise but no 
originality. Judging from the way in which many generals had expressed themselves, I came to think 
that Hitler's lack of understanding of technical factors so wounded them that they easily deducted even 
what was possibly valuable from his ideas, while he resented their orthodoxy and lack of receptivity. In 
this way, it seemed to me, a tug-of-war developed, instead of a well-working interplay.".... 


The following paragraph on page 268 also does nothing to vindicate the generals: 

... "In further discussion Rundstedt let slip that he had never placed much confidence in an invasion and 
that he had often had to think of how Napoleon had failed at it. It seems that the German generals, 
through their sense of historical 40 

parallels were subject to certain inhibitions, as was again the case in the 

appeared in Russia in the following autumn"... 

WAS HITLER READY FOR PEACE AND NEGOTIATION? 

The resistance fighters of July 20 claim to have wanted to bring peace to the people by their actions. It 
has long since been proven (by the conferences in Teheran and Casablanca, as well as by Churchill's 
statements) that the only thing that was intended for us was an unconditional surrender, the 
consequence of which could not be much different from our present situation. Can one therefore blame 
Hitler if he tried with all means and methods to turn the wheel once again and to exhaust the very last 
possibilities to perhaps still achieve a turnaround? - Did not England continue to fight in a similar 
situation in September 1940? The army was completely defeated, and there were practically no fighting 
reserves left in the homeland. Only from the English themselves one hears about the "miracle" that 
saved them. Liddell Hart ("now they may speak") says on page 172: 

... "But though the British army escaped the trap in France under these circumstances, it was by no 
means capable of defending England. It had abandoned most of its armament and its stores in the mother 
country were almost empty. In the months that followed, England's small, sparsely equipped forces and 
the formidably armed army that had conquered France faced each other - separated only by a strip of 
water. But the invasion did not occur.".... 

Liddell Hart himself had also considered the position of the English at Dunkirk to be almost hopeless: 

... "The answer is that Hitler's interference saved them (the English Army) when nothing else could save 
them. A sudden order brought the armored forces to a halt when they were in sight of Dunkirk and held 
them until the British, in their retreat, had reached the harbor and eluded their grasp.".... 

(page 253): 

... "The next morning Ciano called on Hitler and remarked about it in his diary, "He confirms the 
impression I had yesterday. He wants to reach an understanding with England. He knows that a war 
with the British will be hard and bloody, 41 and likewise that people everywhere today are averse to 
bloodshed.".... 

Other nations have found themselves in a similarly hopeless situation as England, and their tenacious 
perseverance brought them success in the end. For example, Russia's situation in Napoleon's time and 
also at the time of the German advance, which led our troops to the outskirts of Moscow, did not offer 
much hope. Neither among the English nor among the Russians were there any officers who, at the 
moment of greatest danger, planned or even carried out a coup d'état and thus endangered their 
fatherland; instead, they stood loyal to their oath, to their state leadership and to their head of state. - 
With this, only with this, they ultimately saved their homeland. Loyalty, the tenacity of the will to 
victory, was decisive. But that Hitler, at the height of his power, was not inclined to peace cannot be 
proven. On the contrary, there is a reasonable suspicion that the disastrous tank stop order before 
Dunkirk and the calling off of the invasion of England, which might have been decisive in the war, 
were made only in order to arrive at a peaceful, friendly relationship with England. Liddell Hart quotes 
General Blumentritt on pages 248-249 as saying the following about this: 

.. It surprised us then with what admiration he (Hitler) spoke of the British Empire, of the necessity of 
its existence, and of the civilization which England had brought to the world. He remarked with a shrug 
that the creation of this empire was accomplished by means that were often cruel, but where you break 
an egg, you break eggs. He compared the British Empire to the Catholic Church and said both were 


essential ingredients of stability in the world. He said all he wanted from England was for it to recognize 
Germany's position on the continent. Giving Germany back its lost colonies would be desirable, but not 
essential, and he would rather offer to assist England with troops if she were involved in trouble 
anywhere. He remarked that colonies were primarily a matter of prestige, that in a war they could not 
be held, and that few Germans could settle in the tropics. He concluded by saying that his aim was to 
make peace with England on a basis which she would find compatible with her honor. He believed that 
the "halt" was dictated by more than military reasons, and that it was part of a political plan- 42 

delte to make peace easier to achieve. If the British army had been captured at Dunkirk, the English 
would have felt that their honor had suffered a blemish that first had to be erased. If Hitler let them 
escape, he thought, he would reconcile with them. This conviction of Hitler's deeper motives was 
reinforced by his disconcertingly delaying attitude toward the plans now following about the invasion of 
England. "He cared little for the plans," Blumentritt said, "and he made no effort to hasten the 
preparations. This was quite different from his other behavior. Before the invasion of Poland, France, 
and later of Russia, he always spurred on; in this case he put the brakes on.".... 

That Liddell Hart himself is also convinced that these political thoughts played a role, he proves by his 
sentence. (page 255): 

... "It is quite clear, however, that some political threads were also interwoven with the military ones - in 
the mental complex of a man who had such a penchant for political strategy and so much weaving in his 
thoughts. 

Whatever explanation may be the correct one, we can be satisfied, after all, with the result. For his 
concerns came to England's aid - at the most critical moment in her history.". .. 

At any rate, it can be assumed as certain that the accusation of the other side, - Hitler would never have 
been inclined to peace at the height of his power, is not true. That in spite of better knowledge the 
hostile world clings to its old propaganda thesis cannot surprise us, for it uses every means which seems 
effective to it to justify the betrayal of Europe to Bolshevism. If, however, the July 20 Resistance 
fighters want to place themselves on the same level in this question, it is their business, and it proves 
once again that they are closer in mind to the enemy than to us. - 

" 

If one summarizes what emerges irrefutably from the publications of all the resisters themselves, the 
following facts emerge: 

"The conspiracy of the men who have their say in these pages has been directed in its practical effects not 
only against Hitler and National Socialism, but against the existence of the German Reich. To this end 
they not only ensured by all means that Germany lost the war with appalling losses, but - this has 
hitherto been too little noticed - they largely favored England's entry into the Second World War by 
their promise, given to Lord Halifax, to eliminate Hitler at the moment of the outbreak of war. 
Without England, however, France would have done nothing and the United States would have had no 
viable reason to enter the war. Without the "work" of these resisters, therefore, all forces might have 
been free for the defeat of Bolshevism. Therefore, should they not be held responsible for the outcome 
of the Second World War with all its terrible consequences? Should they be given the opportunity once 
again, this time legally, to intervene in the destiny of the fatherland? 


